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W e explore the dynam ics of dark energy m odels based on a D irac{Bom{Infeld (O BI) tachyonic
action, studying a range of potentials. W e num erically investigate the existence of tracking be—
haviour and detem ine the present-day value of the equation of state param eter and its running,
which are com pared with observational bounds. W e nd that tachyon m odels have quite sin ilar
phenom enology to canonical quintessence m odels. W hile som e potentials can be selected am ongst
m any possibilities and ne-tuned to give viable scenarios, there isno apparent advantage in choosing

aDBIscalar eld instead ofa K Jein {G ordon one.

PACS numbers: 98.80Cqg

I. NTRODUCTION

M ost dark energy m odelling using scalar elds has
followed the quintessence paradigm of a slow ly-rolling
canonical scalar eld. However, there has been increas—
Ing Interest in loosening the assum ption of a canonical
kinetic term . In itsm ost general form , this idea isknown
as k-essence [I]. A more speci c choice is the tachyon’
2], which can be viewed as a special case of k-essence
models wih D irac{Bom{Infeld ©BI) action F]. This
kind of scalar eld is m otivated by string theory as the
negative-m assm ode ofthe open string perturbative spec—
trum , though its use in the dark energy sector is prin ar—
ily phenom enological. O ne goal of such studies is to in—
vestigate w hether there are any distinctive signatures of
non-canonical actions available to be probed by observa—
tions. For a recent com prehensive review of dark energy
dynam ics see Ref. 4].

Tachyon dark energy has been explored by m any au—
thors, r example Refs. [3, 14, 7, 14, 19, 141} Two pa—
pers are particularly closely related to the present work.
Bagl etal [l] focussed on two speci ¢ choices oftachyon
potential, and carried out num erical analysis of the cos-
m ological evolution In order to constrain them against
supemova data and the grow th rate of large-scale struc—
ture. Copeland et al. @] studied a wider range of po—
tentials, concentratingm ainly on analytical inspection of
attractorbehaviour and the criticalpoint structure w ith—
out m aking com parison to speci ¢ observations. In this
paper, we ain to m erge som e of the positive features of
each analysis, by studying a w ide range ofpotentials and
testing them directly against current observational con—
straints as given In Ref. [13].

Them echanisn ofslow rolling is the key ingredient in
order to get an accelerating evolution driven by a scalar

eld. Since the DBI action can be expanded to m atch
the K lein{G ordon one in this regin ¢, one does not ex—
pect to nd radically di erent features from the tradi-

! Here we do not consider the tachyon either as a dark m atter
candidate [11,112] or as the in aton eld.

tional quintessence m odels. H ow ever, we point out that,
as com pared to canonical quintessence, tachyon m odels
requirem ore ne-tuning to agreew ith cbservations. T his
is consistent w ith the properties of the slow —roll corre—
soondence between the tachyon and an ordinary scalar
4,47,

II. TACHYON DARK ENERGY M ODELS
A . Equations ofm otion

We assume a Purdinensional, spatially— at
Friedm ann{Robertson{W aker FRW ) Universe lked
by dust matter (subscript '), radiation (Y) and a
m inin ally-coupled hom ogeneous DBI tachyon T with
potentialV (T) and dinension E ! . Foraperfect uidn
w ith energy density , and pressure p,, the barotropic
ndex iswy, R=n. Each uid component satis es a
continuity equation

ot 3H @0+ wy)=0; 1)

withw, = 0andw, = 1=3. Here, a dot isderivation w ith
respect to synchronous tin e and H a=a is the Hubbl
param eterde ned In term softhe scale factora (t) . In the
follow ing a subscript 0 w ill denote quantities evaluated
today (@ttp), when ap) = ag = 1.De ning the critical
density today as <o 3HZ=(@ G) and assum ing that
graviy obeys an E instein {H ibert action, the Friedm ann
equation reads

S + St %1 ; @)

r
Sn = m ;08 3 7 3)
%r = }:;Oa 4 7 (4)
. U
R ©)
1 T2
where %, n= c0,U V= ¢, and the tim e coordinate

hasbeen rescaled ast! t=H, sothatH = 1 today. The
tachyon is dim ensionless in these units. N ote that the %,
are the densities nom alized to the present value of the
critical density, and are not the density param eters. T he
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present density param eters have values p ;o 024 1146]
and ., 8 10°2
T he tachyon equation ofm otion is
U
+ 3H T+ = 0; (6)
1 T2
p
where U ¢ dU=dT . Shhcep = V 1 T2, the
barotropic index for the tachyon is
wr = T2 1; (7)

which can vary only between 1 and 0 In order for the
action to be wellde ned. W hen the scalar eld slow ly
rollsdown ispotential, £ 1, it behaves lke an e ec—
tive coam ological constant, wr 1. From now on we
drop the subscript T'onwr .

Since the coan ologicalevolution spansm any orders of
m agniude in synchronous tin e, for num ericalwork it is
convenient to switch to the number of e-foldings N
Iha=ap; = Ina as the evolution param eter, so that

[
O

4N
m — m;0€ ; %r = r;0€ : 8)

D erivatives w ith respect to N w illbe denoted by prim es,
sothat 3= HQ%andQ = H?2Q® @) for any quan—
tity Q, where H=H ? H?)=(H ?). W ih the

o° ||

com pact notation x ~ H?, % + %, the Friedm ann
equation becom es
U
X= %54 p——: ©)
1 xT®

T he equation ofm otion for the tachyon is

@ o U,
2C D o 2 g, 10)
1 xT® U
w here
%0 0 3xUT®
= —; X = 3% 4% p——": 11)
2x 1 xT®
From Eq. [[d) one nds
1 %10 U,
TO= = X2 4 1 xT®) 3xTO4 & 12)

X 2

M apping between the num ber of e-foldings and the red-

shift z »=a 1, we note that at nuclkosynthesis
NEsw 20 (z 11, at m atter{radiation equality
N g 8 (z 3200), and at recom bination N 7
(z 1100).

A s regards the initial conditions at early times for
the dynam ical equations, we can consider two qualita—
tive cases. In the st one, the scalar eld starts rolling

2 A s input in our num erical code we have chosen p 0= 025.A101
results are una ected by am all changes in the m atter density.

down very slow Iy, xT © 1. The Friedm ann equation
becom es linear n x and, during radiation dom ination,
% U and x %. In such a picture of the events,
the initial condition is a radiation-dom inated Universe
In which a dynam ical coan ologicalconstant is negligble.
Later on, %r increases relative to %,, eventually dom i
nating at low redshift, while w staysnegative and varies,
perhaps non-m onotonically, from around 1 to wy < O.
T he param eters of the m odel and the shape of the po—
tential can be adjisted so that the actualvalie ofwy is
com patible w ith supemov data.

In the second case xT % < 1, that is, T ° is Jarge enough
to com pensate, but not override, x 1. The tachyon
starts from a dust regin e and ends up again w ih a sui-—
able negative wg. This is precisely the situation studied
num erically in Ref. @] foru / T *.

Below, we shall focusm ainly on the rst case, which
encodes all the relevant features of the m odels.

B . Tracking and creeping regim es

Q uintessence behaviour typically falls into one oftwo
classes, nam ed as tracking and cresping in Refs. [L7] and
(18] (see also Ref. [19] which refers to the latetin e be—
haviour in these scenarios as freezing and thaw ing respec—
tively) . T he sam e kind ofevolution occurs in the tachyon
case too.

T racking behaviour occurs when the potential has an
attractorasa response to a coam ological uid, which ren—
ders the naloutcome (@t xed uid density) indepen—
dent of the initial conditions. M any potentials support
tracking behaviour, w hich takesplace provided the Iniial
dark energy density is not too low (otherw ise the scalar

eld cannot dom inate by the present). A tracking eld
slow sdow n nearthe present as it startsto feelthe friction
Induced by its own dom inance ofthe energy density, and
hence has equation of state reducing with tine w°< 0).
N ote that an asym ptotic solution, in which radiation and
m atter are negligble and dark energy is the only com po-—
nent, m ay be an attractor but is not a tracker according
to the above de nition; tracking behaviour is induced by
another uid com ponent.

A creeping eld is one which sits static at low energy
density until the density of other m aterials drops low
enough for it to becom e dynam ical and start to m ove at
the present epoch. C regping dark energy typically does
not m ake predictions independent of initial conditions,
but can be characterized by the equation of state increas—
ng away from 1 at the present gpoch asthe eld starts
tomove w°> 0).

Potentials w ith tracking regim es also feature creeping
behaviour for low enough iniial densiy, which can lad
to di erent predictions from the sam e potential. C reep—
Ing behaviour can also be found for m any potentials
w hich do not support tracking.

In orderto regard the tachyon asam odelofdynam ical
dark energy, it is usefill to param etrize the barotropic



Index as a function of the scale factor:

wW=wWot Wy @ 1); 13)

so that w = w( today. Its value can be found by solving
the Friedm ann equation today for T{ = T°(0), getting
from Eq. [@)

U
wo= TH* 1= 2 a4)
1 %
From Eqg. [[0), one has that
wa = eV w’ 1s)
0 0 o, Ui
wo = 2wT"~ 3xT" "+ —/— (16)

Then one hasw® < 0 when either T® < 0 and 3xT%+
U,;r=U < 0 (for nverse power-daw potentials, U T ,
the Jatter condition is 3xT T ° < 0,truewhen T > 0),
orT> 0and 3xT%+ U,;=U > 0.

T he transition between a tracker and a creeper can be
de ned by in posing an initial condition ©r T and T ° so
that wg = 0. Genuhely non-tracking m odels are prob—
Jem atic as they do not m ake de nite predictions, In the
sense that there is strong dependence on nitial condi-
tions. This m akes them rather unattractive, although
by no m eans ruling them out. Indeed, i m akes som e of
them m ore viable than trackers in relation to experin en—
talbounds, aswe shall see.

C . Choice for the tachyon potential

A s for the tachyon self-interaction, there are a num ber
ofm odels which one can consider, som e being m otivated
by nonperturbative string theory and others purely by
phenom enology. W e review the classi cation of Ref. (9],
to which we refer or further details and references. For
each case, past results are sum m arized. In the follow ing,
U, is a nom alization constant.

1.U=UT , <0 /T 2?1 1 asT ! 0.
Thism odel is a ected by Instabilities [20].

2.U=UT ,0< <2, /T 21! 0asT ! +1

asym ptotically de Siter (dS)]. In order to get vi-
able coamn ologies, U, doesnot need to be ne-tuned
since it isnota ected by the superP lanckian prob—
Jlem of the inverse quadratic potential. Tn general
there is a stabl Jatetin e attractor 21]. In Ref. [9]
the case = 1 was considered as a num erical ex—
ample.

3.U = U.T ?, = constant. This is the potential
associated to the exact powerJaw solution a =
[1,121,122]. One hasto netune U. in order to get
su cient acceleration today. A phase-space anal-
ysis in Refs. [@,123] con m s that it is di cul for
this m odel to explain dark energy, since the only
late-tin e attractor in the presence ofm atter or ra-
diation has %r=x ! 0.

4.U=UT , >2, /T %1 1 asT ! +1.
This potential has not been studied num erically
previously, but Ref. 21] showed that it has a dust
attractor. T he authors of Ref. [9] also argued that
it behaves as In m odel 7 below .

5.U = Ugexp(=T), >0, / exp( 1= T)=T!
OasT ! +1 . Thisgives an asym ptotic dS solu—
tion with e ective coam ological constant given by
U.. This potential has been considered also for
K lein{G ordon quintessence [17,124], and i should
have properties sin ilar tom odel 2 [9].

6.U = Ucexp( 2T?), >0, / T?exp( 2T?)! 0
asT ! 0. This potential arises in KK LT setups
for m assive scalar m odes on the D brane H]. The
eld oscillates around T = 0 with e ective coam o—
logical constant given by U., and can give viabl
socenarios [9].

7.U = Uc.exp( T), >0, / exp(T)! 1 as
T ! +1 . This potential ardises In D {D system s
of coincident branes w ith a real tachyonic m ode,
and was studied in Ref. [1]. The authors ofRef. [U]
found it to have a stable dust attractor after a pe-
riod of acceleration. They suggested the possibil-
iy that we are living during this transient regim e.
N ote that this potential is a large— eld approxin a—
tion of U = U.=cosh ( T) R24].

8.U = Ugexp( 2T?), >0, / T?exp(?2T?)!
1 asT ! +1 . In Ref. 9] it was argued that is
predictions are sin ilar tom odel 7.

T hese potentials o er a rather com prehensive range of
generic behaviours: one reaches a coan ological constant
regineatin nitetine U / exp (T !)],oneat nitetime
U / expT?), while ;n other situations the potential
asym ptotically vanishes.

T he structure of analytic asym ptotic solutions of the
equations ofm otion for inverse power-law and exponen-—
tial potentials is presented in the A ppendix.

III. NUMERICAL ANALY SIS

The equations of m otion are Integrated forward in
tin e from beforem atter{radiation equality M ; 10).
Having xed the litial values T; and T}, our num erical

3 A Ithough the problem is de ned by boundary conditions at the
present tin e, we do not attem pt to integrate backwards from
them (for instance by choosing T freely while T(? is constrained
by the Friedm ann equation at N = 0). This is because in m any
cases we are dealing w ith situations having strong attractors,
w hich becom e repellors in backw ards integration leading to rapid
grow th of num erical instabilities. Instead, we integrate forw ards
using a shooting m ethod to adjust the initial conditions to obtain
the right present properties.
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FIG .1l: Present valie of the barotropic index w for tachyon
tracking solutions (squares) and for creeping solutions for T; =

1 (circles) with inverse powerJaw potentialsU / T . For
com parison the result for tracking canonical quintessence is
also shown (triangles).

code adjasts the nom alization of the potential to yield
the solutions which satisfy the boundary conditions to—
day (xo = 1,m atter and radiation energy densities equal
o m; and o, respectively). In cases where a tracker
behaviour is present, one w ould expect the present values
of these to be ndependent from the initial conditions to
a good approxim ation.

W e choose T = 0 as initial condition; an arbitrary
non-vanishing value could typically only have arisen ifat
very early tim es the tachyon had an unacceptably high
velocity. The initial phase of approach to a tracker is
arti cial, as the real cosm ological nitial conditions were
presum ably laid down at an earlier epoch than those of
our code. Anyway, i will be su cient to capture the
m ain features ofthesem odels, although onem ight devise
som e physical situations which do predict U % and
0< T® 1 asinitial conditions.

In the follow ing we inspect case by case the m odels
listed in Sec.[IICl. Sihoe case 1 isunstablk, we start w ith
Inverse pow er-law potentials.

T hese potentials lead asym ptotically to dS for < 2
and to a dust attractor for 2. The 1rst case is
the m ost viable for cbvious reasons, and we have veri ed
that rT; < 0: and T = 0 the num erical solutionsw ith

< 2 lie on the asym ptotically dS attractor, whike for

2 and the sam e Iniial conditions it isnot possible to
achieve a coan ology com patble w ith observations (ie.,
Xg = 1).ForT; > 0d, one goes further and further aw ay
from the attractor and enters a creeping regin e, in the
sense that the evolution depends on the choice orT;. In
Fig.[l the value of wy is shown for the tracker solution
and fora particular creeping solution w ith T; = 1. In gen—
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FIG.2: Evolution of the densiy param eters and equation
of state as a function of N for the inverse pow er-law tachyon
m odel w ith = 1=3. Solid line: %, =x; dashed line: %.=x;
dotted line: %t =x. T he dot-dashed line is the barotropic index
W .

eral, cregpersm In ic a coan ologicalconstant m ore closely
than trackers, and in particular only a creeping solution
is available for 2. For com parison we also show the
equation of state from tracking canonical quintessence
models,’ which for the sasme  is aways m ore negative
than that of the tracking tachyons.

These results can be understood by recalling that in
the slow roll approxin ation there is a m apping between
the DB I scalar and the K lein {G ordorb one [14,/18]. The

tachyon energy density is%r = U (T )= 1 %213 U (T)+
U (T )T?=2,and aftera eld rede nition U (T)dT

one obtains a canonicalaction for a scalar w ith poten—
tialW () UI()].ForU (T) T ,onehas

W () i = a7

Hence the tachyon tracker for 0 < < 2 isdualto the
tracking quintessence solution ~ > 0. From Fig.[l, one
can see that any dualpair ( ;) corresponds to aln ost
the sam e index wg | see In particular the pairs 2=3;1)
and (1;2).

The attractor evolution of the uid com ponents is
shown in Fig.[d together with w N ), for the particular
case = 1=3. The behaviours of these quantities for
othervaliesof areallsim ilar. N ote that the barotropic
index isw 1 untilm atter dom ination, Increasesup to
w 08 atredshiftz 14 and then decreasestow ards

1. This is consistent w ith the Yreezing’ behaviour and
its lim i of applicability as classi ed by Ref. [19].

4 Canonical quintessence follows a K lein {G ordon equation +
3H —+ V,; = 0. The tracking regim e is reached from am allinitial
values of the scalar eld (1 1 in P lJanck m ass units).
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FIG.3: Numerical points in the wo—wéJ plane for tracking

solutions (squares) and creeping solutions for T; = 1 (circles)

w ith inverse power-law potentialsU / T . The value of

is shown at each point, while the dotted lines are the 1 and

2 lkelhood bounds [L3]. The unlabelled points on the left

and right of = 1 in the tracking curve are = 0:95 and
= 1:05, respectively.

For the creeping solutions (ot shown here) the index
w isvery closeto 1 up to very late tim es, when it starts
deviating to a softer equation of state.

In this and allother exam ples, the onset ofdark energy
lies in the nterval 1< N < 0, that is, for redshift z <
1:7. Such late dom ination by dark energy is essential to
prevent an excessive suppression of structure fom ation
grow th, see eg.Ref. [I].

Ih Fig.[d the points predicted by the sam e m odels in
the wo{wéJ plane are shown together wih the 1 and
2 likelihood contour bounds of Ref. [13]° These are
based on the rstyear SNLS data set 2€6]and SD SS 21],
W MAP3 [L6], and 2dF €, 129] experin ents. N ote that
there is a m ninum valie for w around 0:99; we
have checked that its closeness to 1 is an accident of the
particular ;o used.

T he conclusion is that there is tracking behaviour for

< 2, and if T; is not too large this operates and gives
a welkde ned prediction forw o, which ishowever in dis—
agream ent w ith observationsunless isquie small The
predicted wo moves closer to 1 as the potential at-
tens, but only once it gets down to about < 08 do
we start to see com patbility with the 2 —Jevel bounds.
This is even atter than the equivalent constraint on
quintessence, < 4=3. Hence these m odels are not very
plasant from either a theoretical or experin ental point
ofview . Onehasto inpose < 1 or netune the initial
conditions. R elaxing either assum ption results in incom —

5 W e thank P ia M ukherfe for providing us the likelihood bounds
for the scale-factor param etrization of w we use, which are not
quoted in the originalpaper.

patibility with observations. T he creeping solution w ith

T; = 1 (upper curve) gives an exam ple of observation-
ally viablem odel for 3, but at the cost of netuned
nitial conditions.

One can also m ake T big enough that the initialw is
close to zero rather than 1. Then t dipsto 1 and
Increases to pin the tracker, eventually giving exactly
the sam e evolution as if one had chosen TY = 0 at the
start. This is exactly the sam e sequence of epochs that
are seen in quintessencem odels [3(]; ifthe initialvelocity
is set high, then the tra fctory bvershoots’ the tracker,
com es to rest at lower potential energy for a whil, and
eventually repins the tracker from below .

W e can com pare the num erical output for T w ith the
asym ptotic solutions derived In the Appendix, speci —
cally Eq. B18). W ith ¢ = 02045, the matio L7
TREOT£TIUM s always lessthan 2% . Asexplined in the
Appendix, the asym ptotic analytic solution relies on a
polynom ial rather than m onom ialpotential, and in gen—
eralthey w illpredict a di erent variation ofw . M oreover,
the values of p from Eq. [E13) are rather am all, corre-
spondingto  25< N < 05,whereN isthebigbang
event; ie. the asym ptotic solution which m atches the
present evolution has a big bang in the very recent past,
and hence can only have becom e a reasonable approxi-
m ation very recently. The solution properly approaches
the attractor only for large positive N , when the con—
tributions of radiation and dust m atter are negligble.
N evertheless it appears to give a good estin ate of wy,
though not w{.

B. U=Ucexp(l=T)

This model has a non-zero vacuum energy U. as
T ! 1, which will be achieved asym ptotically. It ex—
hibits som e features sim ilar to the inverse power-aw po—
tentialwih < 2, but doesnot appear to exhbit track-
Ing behaviour. W e have xed = 1 and checked that
this does not result in a loss of generality. For T; ~ 2
the solution is very close to de Sitter, wy 1 and
0< wd< 10 3?, essentially am ounting to a creeping solu—
tion (To T;) sitting on the asym ptotic at part of the
potential.

For amaller T; < 1 the cosm ological values today de-
pend on the initialconditionsofthem odel. ForT;= lwe

ndwg 0:95, v 004 and orT,= 05,wy 0:77,

W 005. The solution exits the 2 contour at about
T; = 04 (o 070, % 0:14). One m ight ar-
gue that the initial condition T?= 0 is inappropriate for
thism odel, since the potential is very steep at an all eld
values. However, we have veri ed that the slow +oll ve—
Jocity is an allenough to be negligble anyw ay at least for
T; 02 Which is beyond the observable region). T here
isno evidence of trackertype behaviour or T; 02.

Thism odeldoesnot need ne-tuning ofthe initial con—
ditions, as the eld can lie anywhere on the at part of
the potential. However one has to x the valuie of U,



by hand in order to reproduce the observed dark energy
density, which of course does not resolve the cosm ological
constant problem .

As In the Inversepower case, we can com pare the
num erical output of wy with the asym ptotic solution
Eq. B33), where 1=T®™ . W hen o 1
and the approxin ation giving Eq. [A39) breaks down,
phum  Hheorgymum 5 01, while at large T one has
Jhum wEheor4yhum y< 10 3 or better. W e note that
Eq. B38) isnegativede nitewhikew3"" °> 0, and there
is disagreem ent between the two.

C. U-=Ucexp(°T?)

Thism odelalso hasa non—zero vacuum energy U, this
tineatT = 0. Fixing = 1, HrT; < 01 one hasa de
Sitter behaviour @ 1,0< 9 < 10 ?), while for
Increasing T; the barotropic index goesaway from 1 (for
instance, T;= 1 gives wo 081,w  0:13).

C hecking the num erical output of wo with Eq. [B34),
where o = (TJU")2 1, one can see that w5um
wgneorjzz-wgurn ] < 10 4 .

Agal, Eq. B38) is negative
de nite while w5 > 0.

Note that lower values of lead even more closely
to a coam ological constant behaviour, well inside the 1
bound. Thism ay be relevant when trying to construct a
modelwhich tsalso orin ation,asoneneeds 2  10°8
to get the correct level of anisotropies [d].

D. U=Ucexp( T)and U = Uc=cosh( T)

W hen considering the pure exponential potentialU =
Ucexp( T),choosing adi erent starting value ofT has
no im pact on the evolution because a rescalng T ! T+
const. sin ply renom alizes U., which the program then
adjists to give the sam e present status (corresponding to
Wo 0:93,w  0:10). Therefore we consider directly
the hyperbolic cosine potential ofR ef. R4], forwhich this
degeneracy is rem oved. For0 < T; < 0:3, the solution has
wo < 0:99and 0< wj < 10 ? ,while for largervalues of
T; the present-day barotropic lndex becom es larger. W e
note that the accelerating phase of these solutions isonly
a transitory epoch before reaching the dust attractor in
the fiuture, as shown i Fig.[ where the equations have
been integrated up to positive values ofN .

Since one must tune, although not too severely, the
Initial condition (or, equivalently, U.) so asto get viable
acceleration today, this and other m odels leading to a
dust regin e are not very predictive. They are however
capabl of explaining the observed dark energy proper-
ties.

-0.5 =

FIG. 4: Evolution as a function of N of the model U =
Uc=cosh (T ), In this case extending beyond the present. Solid
line: %, =x; dashed line: %,=x; dotted line: %t =x. T he dot—-
dashed and dot-dot-dashed lines are w and w°, respectively.
In this exam ple, the initial condition is T; = 05, for which
Wo 0:98 and wg 0:03.

E. U= Ucexp( 2T?)

Thism odelhas a dust attractor w hose qualitative fea—
tures m atch the previous case. It isnot di cult to nd
suiable initial conditionsm in icking a cosm ological con—
stant today.

IV. DISCUSSION

N one ofthem odelsw e have discussed are very satisfac—
tory. Those which carry reasonable theoretical m otiva—
tion allend up w ith a high degree of ne-tuning. E ither
the potential nomm alization U, has to be set to m atch
the cbserved dark energy density, or the initial condi-
tions tuned to the creeping regin e, m eaning that the
present density was already set in place during the early
Universe. In either case, this tuning am ounts to a re—
statem ent of the coam ological constant problem , rather
than a resolution. The m odels which avoid ne-tuning
of niial conditions (while still sub fct to tuning of the
nom alization), such as the inverse power-law , are con—
strained by observations Into param eter regin es w ith no
theoreticalm otivation.

T he string tachyon w ith D B T action seem sonly weakly
com petitive as a dark energy candidate, and another for-
m ulation ofthe e ective theory m ight havem ore sucocess—
ful applications. The tachyonic e ective action as the
Jow est-order Jevel truncation of cubic string eld theory
has been studied only very recently and its coan ological
In pact hasyet to be fully assessed [31,134,133,134]. An al-
temative w ould be to abandon the pure fourdin ensional
picture (ideally corresponding to a low-energy singlke or
coincident brane con guration in a higher-dimn ensional
spacetin e) and consider m ore general brane{antibrane



setups w here open string m odes naturally live. H ow ever,
any m odi cation to Einstein gravity would be severely
constrained after nuclkosynthesis.

Still, the era ofhigh-precision coan ology opened up by
m icrow ave background and large-scale structure observa—
tions is allow ing us to constrain in ationary and dark en—
ergy m odels in a m ore and m ore stringent way, selecting
som e of them from a plthora of possbilities. Here we
have given an exam ple ofthe st stage of such a proce—
dure. T he second one w illbe to develop and re ne those
m odels that seam particularly prom ising, by em bedding
them In a com prehensive and consistent picture of the
cogan ologicalhistory and its particle theory content.
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APPENDIX A:ASYMPTOTIC SOLUTIONS

In this A ppendix we derive som e analyticalasym ptotic
solutions describing the evolution once the tachyon has
becom e com pletely dom inant.

1. A sym ptotic solutions for pow er-law potentials

Inverse pow er-law potentials, introduced in the context
ofdark energy in Ref. [33], have no general support from
string theory. H ow ever, they can be viewed as large- eld
approxin ations (I j! +1 ) ofthe exact solution [3€]

Al
;i @A2)

a =

eXIf)fP(L:to)n pl;
Un = UC 1+ T2n=(n 2) T 4 L)=@n 2)

where we have nom alized a so that ag = 1. W e have

Un T =T 4(n 1)=n 2) ; (A3)
2@
n = 7; ) ®4)
for0< n< 2,or
Un =T Bn 4)=Mn 2) (A5)
2@ )
n = 3 & 6)

foreithern < 0 orn > 2. The solutions w ith the poten—
tialEq. B3) are real, nontrivial and expanding if, and

only if,
N <0 and 0< <2

O<n<1); A7)

or

N >0 and <0 (I<n<2); @A 8)

where N p. In the rst case, the big bang event is
atN and N < N < +1 ;in thesscond case, 1 <
N < N . The solutions w ith the potentialEq. B3) are
wellbehaved when N > 0 and either2< < 3 (n < 0)
or >3 Mm> 2).

The case given by Eq. [A1) is the m ost interesting
since it corresponds to the tracking regin e. U sing the
de nition Eq. B4) and neglecting m atter and radiation
contributions, one has the exact solution

- ; 9
® N N ®.9)
0
W= s et l— 1. @10
3x 0 N N ’
30
wO = ( )(w+ 1)?; @11)
T® w+ 1
N 21 =2 )
- +1) — ;@12
Wo ) N N A1lz)
T = A B +C; A13)
3yW0+ 1 N !

wherewe haveassumed T°> 0 (T > 0),C isan integra—
tion constant, and
1

wotl= ———:

14
3@2 )N ®14)

Onecan nd thevalie ofp for the attractor from today’s
value of the barotropic index. Inverting Eq. [B14),

= : 15
P32 Jm+ D B15)
A Iso,
Top = p—+ C; A 16)
3 wWo + 1
TS = wot 1; @®&17)
3@
wd = 28 i1y @18)

T he classical stability of these solutions was studied in
Refs. @, 121]. At late tines (ie., large T and N ), one
has a de Sitter regine or 0 < < 2, ! 0, or an
asym ptotically dust solution ( > 2). These solutions
are actually attractors. A s regards the latter, we note
that

) N
T?= wo+ 1) —— ! 1;

N N ®.19)

where we have taken the Carrolllim it [37] (the DBI ac—
tion then becom es sihhgular) corresponding to tachyon



condensation into dust. T his expression prescribes a reg—
ularization for all the above formul , and suggests the
follow ing possibility, considered also In Ref. B]. Theonly
way to balance the increasingly sm all denom inator is to
Inpose thatwo + 1 0; thism ight m ean that if > 2,
the Universe tends to becom e dust dom nated but only
after passing through an accelrating phase. Since the
origin oftim e is arbirary, such a phase is not positioned
unequivocally and it w illbe determ ined also by the nor-
m alization constant U. ofthe potential.

2. A sym ptotic solutions for exponential potentials

In general, a solution for the Friedm ann equation in
term sof T can be found by noting that, when w const,
the T dependence of the Hubbl param eter m ust be the
sam e as of the tachyon potential, the square root In the
denom inatorofEq. [@) (with $ = 0) being dim ensionless:
x(T)/ U (T).Allthe exponential potentials we consider
can be suitably param etrized so that

x=Aexp[(T) I; A 20)

whereA = exp[ ( Ty) ]and we have neglected allm at—
ter/radiation contributions. D i erentiating this equa—
tion w ith respect to N and using the continuity equation
w°%= 0), one has

3xT %= T ' @21)
w hich can be integrated from N to today:
Z
a T )
= — dr T exp( T) ] A 22)

Z
N = (3A)2 a 2% 7 e (@ 23)
3A (17 2 2
= ()2 - L - 1 o
F (i) @ 24)

where isthe incom plete gamm a function. T he cases of
Interest are

Fd; )= —S€e ° 1); (A 25)
3e °©
F( 1) = — L 3 o) (3

(A 26)
FQi)= =10 ) 0 o @®27)

’ = (2 )2 7 r 0/1e

The rstequation im plies that
1 2

TN)=To+ —In 1 (A 28)

—N
3

In orderto nd T asa function ofN in the other cases,
Egs. B24) and [E27) can be expanded around large or
anall :Por = 1,

e o 1 1
1 F( 1;) — = — @29
0
3¢ ° e? e
1 F(1;) > i
0
(A 30)
whilewhen = 2,
1: Fe; ) = ° @ 31)
) ’ @ )2 ’
1: re; ) = £ & . amn
’ ’ @2 '

O ne can then num erically invert the above transcenden—
talfunctionsto get ) and

‘N )=3;
wl = PN)=3:

& 33)
& 34)

w = 1

W hen 1 @which is the regim e typical of the dS-
attractor solutions), one can show that

2
wo = ‘e 2 1; @ 35)
3
0 4 42, 7
wo = 35 € i & 36)
for = 1, while
5 2
Wo = ? e’ o 1; @ 37)
2 4
Wo = (33) €0 o; (.38)
r = 2. Note that w? is always very small n these
m odels.

3. Com parison w ith num erical solutions

Having built the asym ptotic analytic solutions, one
would like to check whether the num ericalbehaviour re—
ally approaches such solutions at late tim es. In partic—
ular, we want to com pare the num erical points in the
wo {w] plane in param eter space, ound via
T)H?  1; ® 39)

Wo =
U;r)

2woT? 3Td+ —2
Uo

0 _
Wo =

(A 40)
w ith the corresponding sam ianalytic expressions given
by Egs. B18){ B18) fr inverse powerlaw potentials
and by Egs. B33) { E38) Hrexponentialpotentials. The



m atter content today still am ounts to 25% of the total
energy density and contributes to the cosn ological evo—
Jution, so we expect a deviation of the num erical resuls
relative to the asym ptotic, pure tachyonic solution.

T here is another source of discrepancy one should take
Into acocount, nam ely the approxin ations in plicit in the
solutions presented in this Appendix. In the inverse
powerJaw exam ple, whilk Eqgs. B9) { B13) are valid ora
polynom ialpotentialas in Eq. [BJ), the num ericalm odel
is actually Eq. B3), and in generalthe two will give a
di erent running of the barotropic index w %, Eq. B40).

Th Sec.MAlwe nd thatw ™™ and w("*°" do disagree,

but still there is rem arkable agreem ent between wg™™
and w §**° fthe latter com parison is in fact done between
T§U" and T o™ )1,

In the case of exponential potentials, the asym ptotic
m odels have w const: by construction KN ) / U N )]
and the equations ofm otion arem uch sin pli ed. Again,
Wit wiPeOT o good approxin ation (see Secs.[ITIE]l and
[IICl), whik a com parison of the running would require
amore re ned treatm ent.
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